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1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 November 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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6) £3 Claim(s) 15-19 and 21-23 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 12/13/04 & 10/30/03 is/are: a)D accepted or b)E3 objected to by the Examiner. 
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1. Applicants election with traverse of the species of Fig. 3 in the reply filed on November 
2, 2005 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that: (a) claim 1 5 is a generic claim 
that reads on each of the species of Figs. 3-5; and (b) each of Figs. 3-5 includes all elements of 
claim 15. This is not found persuasive because of the reasons, e.g., listed below: 

(a) The species are patentably distinct. Applicant apparently concedes to this fact 
since Applicant did not submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the 
species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case; and/or 

(b) Claim 15 is generic, but other claims may not be generic. For example, claim 
19 recites the mutually exclusive characteristics, such as, "the retention segment includes at least 
two flexible segments extending substantially parallel" which under the disclosure is found in the 
species of Fig. 3 but not in the species of Figs. 1 and 2, meanwhile, claim 1 1 recites the mutually 
exclusive characteristics, such as, "at least one stop" which under the disclosure is found in the 
species of Figs. 4 and 5 but not in the species of Fig. 3 or the species of Figs. 1 and 2. See MPEP 
806.04(f). 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claims 1-14, 20, and 24 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed on 
November 2, 2005. 

3. The drawings were received on December 13, 2004. These drawings are unaccepted by 
the Examiner because of the reasons, e.g., listed below: 

(a) The drawings are inconsistent with the specification or vice versa, e.g., 
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paragraph [0027] of the specification describes the housing 4 in Fig. 3, however, Fig. 3 does not 
show the referential numeral 4; and 

(b) The drawings do not comply with 37 CFR 1.84. See Form PTO-948 attached. 
4. The drawings are objected to because: 

(a) The drawings do not comply with 37 CFR 1.84 or 1.152. See Form PTO-948 

attached; and 

(b) Each part of the invention, such as, the operating mechanism in claim 15, the 
portion of control cable in claims 16 and 23, the first and second directions in claim 17, and the 
flutes in claim 1 8 should be designated by a referential numeral or character. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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5. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the claimed features such as the 
housing of the operating mechanism and the support segment in claim 15, and the portion of the 
control cable in claims 16 and 23 must be shown or the features canceled from the claims. No 
new matter should be entered. 

Fig. 3 shows only the retention segments 27. See paragraph [0027] of the specification. 

6. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: each part of the 
invention, such as, the operating mechanism in claim 15, the portion of control cable in claims 
16 and 23, the first and second directions in claim 17, and the flutes in claim 18 should be 
designated by a referential numeral or character. Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim contains 
typographical or grammatical error. See the recitation "the detent contour the adjuster" in line 4. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 15-19 and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 15 recites: "a spring element having at least one retention segment and a support 
segment, the retention segment of the spring element engageable with the detent contour and the 
support segment of the spring element supported by the housing." It is unclear which structures 
in Fig. 3 define the support segment of the spring 26 and the housing in claim 15. Similarly, it is 
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unclear which structures in Fig. 3 define the portion of the control cable in claims 16 and 23, and 
the flutes in claim 18. Applicant is respectfully urged to identify each claimed element with 
reference to Fig. 3. 

The term, such as, "engageaWe" in claim 15 is vague and indefinite in the sense that 
things, which may be done, are not required to be done. For example, the retention segment is 
engageable, but is not required structurally to be engaged with the detent contour. See 
"crimpa&fe" and "discardaWe " in Mathis v. Hydro Air Industries, 1 USPQ2d 1513, 1527 (D.C. 
Calif. 1986), "removable" in In re Burke Inc., 22 USPQ2d 1368, 1372 (D.C. Calif. 1992), and 
"comparaWe" in Ex parte Anderson, 21 USPQ2d 1241, 1249 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1992). 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

11. Claims 15-18, 21, and 22, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Yamashita (US Patent No. 5,946,978). 

Regarding claim 15, Yamashita teaches a control cable adjustment device for adjusting a 
control cable 14 extending between a control mechanism 18 (Fig. 1) and an operating 
mechanism 16, the adjustment device comprising: an adjuster 40 (see, e.g., Fig. 12) rotatably 
connected to a housing 30 of the operating mechanism 16 such that the adjuster 40 is axially 
movable relative to the housing 30 in response to rotation of the adjuster 40; and a detent 
mechanism including a detent contour 80 extending along an interior surface (Fig. 7) of the 
adjuster 40 and a spring element 42 having at least one retention segment 93 and a support 
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segment 94, the retention segment 93 of the spring element 42 engageaWe with the detent 
contour 80 and the support segment 94 of the spring element 42 supported by the housing 30. 
Ibid., Figs. 4 and 5 and col. 5, line 56 through col. 6, line 64. 

Regarding claim 16, the detent contour 80 has a non-round cross section (Fig. 5) and is 
configured such that the retention segment 93 has freedom to deflect, the retention segment 93 is 
configured to extend substantially parallel with a portion of the control cable 14b extending 
through the adjuster 40. See Fig. 3. 

Regarding claim 17, the detent contour 80 includes varying surfaces (Fig. 5, see 
Attachment) configured to engage the retention segment 93 such that rotation of the adjuster 40 
in a first direction requires a higher rotational force than rotation of the adjuster in a second 
direction. Ibid., col. 6, lines 24-64. 

Regarding claim 18, the detent contour 80 has flutes 80 (Att.) extending in an axial 
direction of the adjuster 40. 

Regarding claim 21, the retention segment 93 and the support segment 94 of the spring 
element 42 are loaded primarily flexurally. 

Regarding claim 22, the adjuster 40 has a continuous periphery and a thread 78 for 
mattingly engaging the housing 30, the detent contour 80 extends coaxially with the adjuster 
thread 78. 

12. Claims 19 and 23 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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13. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either comply with 
all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not complied with. See 37 
CFR 1.1 1 1(b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Okouchi (Figs. 1-24), Chen (spring 110 in Fig. 3), Mochida (spring 18), Toplis 
(spring 22), and Smith (slot 24) are cited. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vinh T. Luong whose telephone number is 571-272-7109. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Ridley can be reached on 571-272-6917. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


Luong 


January 3, 2006 



Vinh T. Luong 
Primary Examiner 
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